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Continuation of Substance of Interview including description of the general nature of what was agreed to if an 
agreement was reached, or any other comments: The Examiner contacted Mr. Molaro to propose the cancellation of 
claims 23 and 24, which were not incondition for allowance, so as to allow the remaining claims 1-22 to issue. Mr. 
Molaro agree to this cancellation but also proposed to make some minor amendments to the claims in order to provide 
proper antecedent basis and to place them more in accordance with customary U.S. patent practice while not effecting 
their scope. The Examiner agreed to this. These agreed-upon changes were made in an amendment filed by Mr. 
Molaro on 04/24/2007 . 



